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The Real Ike: In the last 48 hours, President Eisenhower:— at least. in” one oleate — an ‘the 
heart of the country. Observers here agree that the best passage’ in his radio-T'V address of: April 5 
was his last, when he called on the people “to stand up and hold up our heads and say, America is the 
greatest force that God has ever allowed to exist on his footstool”. Thus Ike dwelt on a theme — love 
of and pride in our country — which the people, it is believed, have long craved and which, in this address, 
transcends other portions, such as the unworthy discussion of “fears”. 


Those in the Capital who study the address believe the new technique of delivery — from notes, not 
by reading of a manuscript — was excellent; and brought out the “real Ike”. But they deplore the un- 
fortunate word “hysteria” and the extended emphasis on “fears” — which, it is thought, was the contri- 
bution of veteran House advisers. Scanning reports of sentiment out in the country, one can discern no 
“hysteria” over the bomb, nor panic over the possibility of more economic recession. 


As a welcome contrast, it is pointed out that Publisher Roy Howard of the Scripps newspaper chain 
struck a sounder note, just the day before. Obviously with the unseemly hysteria of Britain in mind, 
Howard cabled an article to the London Express, saying that “Britons might be pleased to know” that 
their American allies “are demonstrating a tranquility to which they themselves are not accustomed”. 
He went on: “Americans accept it as a fact that, if a third world war is inaugurated by H-Bomb attack 
launched from Communist territory, America, not Britain, will provide the first bombing objective.” 
And Howard mentions that “emotion seems to us to have blanketed logic in certain British areas”. 


What Ike needs is a better corps of advisers. 


H-Bomb: Lost in the paraphernalia of “color” — maps, dimensions of destruction, shape of cloud, etc., 
— the real story of the H-Bomb has not yet been told, for the benefit of the mass public. The fact is, and 
special investigation by HUMAN EVENTS shows it, that the effect of the unveiling of this weapon on So- 


viet Russia has been more impressive than ever anticipated. The Soviet Government is scared, as cer- 
tain signs surely indicate. 


(1) Along diplomatic row here, foreign attachés note particularly that Soviet propaganda imme- 
diately met the explosion with the theme of “horror” and “fear”. This is the old line which has been 
aimed — via radio — at the impressionable “neutralists” in Europe who are supposed to be our allies. 


These foreign observers expected some sort of Soviet bravado, melodramatically presented, but there has 
been little. 


(2) The almost unseemly rush of the Soviet Government to offer to join the North Atlantic Treaty 


Organization (NATO) highlights this sudden conversion of Moscow to “pacificism’”, according to di- 
plomatic circles. Since NATO was created to defend Europe against the Reds, the gesture assumes great 


significance. 
(3) High quarters in our Government who have fought for and finally achieved the “new look” 


in our defense, the Taft-Hoover-MacArthur air power concept, appear jubilant over the efforts of the H- 


Bomb explosion on Moscow. To them, it comes as an illustration of how to get results in treating the 
Soviet Government. 


McCarthy Affair: Senator McCarthy in his speech on April 3 in Boston revealed that he had asked the 
Army Department for information on six of. its personnel “with known Communist records” the day before 
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the.case of Pvt. G. David Schine became public: The Senator seemed to be suggesting that the furor = 
planned by the leftists — over the McCarthy staff member had interrupted his efforts to root out Commu. 
nists in Government. Today, the withdrawal of Mr. Samuel P. Sears as counsel for the group headed by 
Senator Mundt to look into the Schine affair further delays resumption of McCarthy’s dedicated task. 


5 4 

Here in Washington, wilere it is clear that the leftists have won a temporary battle in the drive to 
muzzle McCarthy, it is believed the people sense that the real issue — rooting out the Communists in 
Government — has been shunted. aside; that whatever the group under Sen. Mundt discovers about the 
recent fracas with the Army Department, the real task should no longer be held back. Hence, members 
of Mundt’s group are reported feeling some heat from constituents. The latter quite evidently want 
McCarthy to proceed with his work, unimpeded by the Mundt group. Here, it is remarked that the two 
probes would not be necessarily exclusive, that Mundt should permit McCarthy to go on. 


This course appears all the more indicated by reports which suggest that the Wisconsin Senator 
retains strong popularity among the masses of the people. Willard Edwards, writing in the Chicago 
Tribune on April 1, reports that in five recent polls taken in congressional districts in Ohio, Michigan, 
California, Nevada and Virginia, McCarthy emerges as a strong preference in four out of the five dis. 
tricts. In the Ohio district 59 per cent approved McCarthy’s methods and among labor 83 per cent favored 
the Wisconsin man. This area has frequently been used as a typical cross section of public opinion and, 


says Edwards, forecasts based on its residents have been reflected accurately in national elections. § 


McCarthy lost in the Virginia district, 49 per cent to 43 per cent — but it is pointed out that this dis 
trict adjacent to Washington is filled with Government employees. 


Not Merely Gossip: Those mysterious Japanese fishermen who reportedly were caught in the H-Bombh 
area when the exposion took place are the subject of much excited discussion by intelligence circles in the 
Capital. Although no official will affirm definite knowledge, it is believed that these Japanese included 


some who were working for Soviet Intelligence (there is no small Red network within Japan, it is well 


known). What would have been more natural — it is asked — than that Soviet spies should have 


gotten several crews of faithful Commies in their boats to the experimental area, to watch the proceed: 


ings? If this surmise is correct, their reports to the Kremlin may have had the decidedly unfavorable | 


effects on Kremlin spirits as reported above. 


@ The incorrigible attitude of the French, in regard to Germany, is illustrated by an anecdote 
going the rounds along diplomatic row. The story is about Georges Bidault, French Foreign Minister. 
He is of the Catholic Party and is supposedly very favorable to collaboration with West Germany. Yet, 
after a luncheon in Bonn after the close of the disappointing Berlin Conference, Bidault was heard to 


say in the presence of German officials: “Thank God for the conference, it has put off the reunification 
of Germany for another 20 years.” 


Symington: Watch for a Symington boom for President that will give the followers of Adlai Stevenson 
the jitters — and, undoubtedly, be profoundly disturbing to President Eisenhower. Our sources say that 
about two weeks ago Senators Lyndon Johnson (Texas), Clements (Kentucky), George (Georgia) and 
Gore (Tennessee) arranged a secret huddle between Senator Symington (Missouri) and Bernard 


Baruch. Actual arrangements for the meeting were undertaken by Senator Gore — known as one of the | 


white-haired boys of the New York financier. Purpose of the get-together in the Carlton Hotel was to 
line up Baruch behind the Presidential ambitions of Symington. We are told the “elder statesman” was 
impressed and at least gave half a nod to the project. 


Baruch’s support for Symington would naturally give Ike plenty to think about. Eisenhower has 
paid lavish tribute to Baruch — crediting him with being the all important factor in his own rise to the 


Presidency. And observers know that it was Barney who pulled a strong — if not decisive — oar for 
Ike in the campaign. 
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The Miller Case: With little fanfare the Administration recently’ dropped Dr. Spencer Miller from his 
post of Assistant Secretary of Labor for International Affairs. Out of his curt dismissal a story as 
discouraging as that of the firing of Dean Manion is slowly beginning to come. Miller had been for 
many years an internationalist and he looked like a natural for the similarly.minded Eisenhower Ad- 
ministration. But after his appointment and practical contact with the sanctums of internationalism 
where policies are formulated, Miller began to draw back. 


Reliable sources tell us that he became thoroughly alarmed by discovering the extreme measures 
of the internationalists in their policy of compromising our national sovereignty. They say he found 
out that Jay Lovestone, AF of L representative in Europe, whom Pegler has been denouncing, was in fact 
a left-wing Socialist; that Lovestone was tied up with Dubinsky, the radical labor leader, and was being 
furnished money by the CIA to be used to put across left-wing labor propaganda in Europe. We are 
also informed that Miller became highly disturbed over the operations of the Labor Attaché Division of 
the State Department, that he discovered that many of our labor attachés to foreign countries were 
socialists or Marxists with pro-Communist sympathies. 


Some people have their fingers crossed on Miller, and say he was too international-minded before 
he took office to be capable of aligning himself against the internationalists. But, on the other hand, 
this hard fact cannot be ignored: it is inconceivable that anyone in the Eisenhower Administration 
would be ousted for being loyal to the internationalists. We are told that at least six times Labor Secre- 
tary Mitchell requested the resignation of Miller, but that he refused claiming he was a Presidential ap- 
pointment. Finally he wrote President Eisenhower a letter stating his conflict with Mitchell and asking 
what he should do. Ike’s return letter accepted his resignation. 


We are advised to watch this case. Is it true that Miller uncovered full cooperation between the 
American Labor Attaché to a Far Eastern country and the Kremlin? Is it true — as Pegler has charged 
— that CIA funds are being used to promote Trotsky’s brand of Communism in Western Europe? Is 
it true that some of this money has stuck to the fingers of the European conspirators? Is there a deadly 


conspiracy stemming from our labor organizations to produce world socialism and destroy the sovereignty 
of the United States? 


Milton Eisenhower: Every informed person in Washington knows about the great influence Dr. Mil- 
ton Eisenhower has on his brother President Eisenhower. Those viewing with dismay the latter’s extreme 
internationalism obviously headed towards a world government credit it to Milton. Recently Milton Eisen- 
hower tried unsuccessfully to clear himself of the charge that he favors such a government. Before the 
Merrow Committee of the House holding hearings on the UN and its specialized agencies, representa- 
tives of the DAR and the National Sojourners accused the President’s brother of publicly expressing the 
belief that UNESCO was an instrumentality for forwarding the birth of world government. Both referred 
to a speech of Dr. Eisenhower’s in ’47 when he was head of the U.S. National Commission for UNESCO. 


Brother Milton in reply to a recent letter from Chairman Merrow flatly denied that he had ever 
conceived of UNESCO as promoting world government, declared that parts of his 47 speech had been 
lifted out of context. He also made the statement that he had never advocated a world government with 
law making powers. Our curiosity was aroused because we have found DAR testimony to be unusually 
accurate. We have examined State Department Publication 3378, March, 1949, called “The Kansas Story 
on UNESCO” reporting Milton’s 1947 speech. From this evidence we award the verdict to the witnesses 
of the DAR and National Sojourners. It is true that Milton did envision UNESCO as advancing world 


government — that he does believe in world government and that there was no lifting out of context 
whatsoever. 


Here is what the State Department reported Milton as saying: Page 23 (indirect quotes) “One can 
truly understand UNESCO only if one views. it in its historical context [and] viewed in this way it 








reveals. itself as one.more step in.our halting, painful but-I think very real progress toward.a genuine 
world. government.” On page 24, the State Department. says “He (Eisenhower) described. the ‘Uniegt 
Nations with its specialized agencies as the latest attempt to create world government. .. .” 


How can there be any government which does not have law making powers? 


McCarthy and His Enemies, by William Buckley, Jr., and L. Brent Bozell. Prologue by William S, 
Schlamm. Chicago: Henry Regnery Co. $5.00. Reviewed by John Chamberlain. 


This book is by all counts a remarkable one; and such are the low standards of current literary 
debate that its high qualities (along with those of Mr. Schlamm’s witty and perceptive prologue) are 
bound to be misunderstood, misrepresented, mistaken, misquoted and generally mishandled. _ 


To begin with, it does what virtually no modern critics and publicists ever bother to do: it takes 
seriously Lord Acton’s advice never to rest content with a point of view “until we have made out for 
our opponents a stronger and more impressive case than they present themselves”. 


Though the book finds for McCarthy, it does so only after a rigorous canvassing —- and quite 
frank display — of the Senator’s exaggerations, his examples of bad arithmetic, his verbal blunders, 
and his confusions about the various shades of difference between traitors, dupes, honest bumblers and 
those who put party above principle as a matter of principle. 


This method of procedure, which makes the book as sound as though it had been written by John 
Stuart Mill, can only serve to bewilder those who rule our big-time literary roosts. Though they call 
themselves intellectuals, they have forgotten the first duty of the intellectual, which is to separate fact 
from advocacy before endeavoring to pronounce the value judgment that makes advocacy understandable. 


The authors find for McCarthy because, after an extremely judicial review of the first nine cases 
mentioned publicly by the Senator before the Tydings Committee, they discover that no misrepresentation 
was involved in the statement that the nine did indeed constitute possible and even very probable security 
risks. McCarthy never pretended that he had anything new to tell the Tydings Committee about Latti- 
more, Jessup, Service, Gustavo Duran et al.; all he said at the outset was that they were certainly worth 
investigating for duly appended reasons. And, as things turned out, McCarthy was right. 


It is perfectly true that McCarthy is often guilty of using language like a politician when he is 
making a speech for political consumption. A case in point is his initial use (later corrected) of Freda 
Utley’s long analysis of the works of Owen Lattimore. Where Miss Utley was careful to qualify, and 
to establish remarkable coincidences between the Lattimore and the Stalin lines on China, McCarthy 
chopped out the qualifying phrases and made coincidence a matter of general identity. But Lattimore 
shouldn’t complain, for McCarthy’s insensitiveness to the niceties of the English tongue only served to 
divert attention from the appalling foolishness of the Lattimorean judgments. Nor should General Mar- 
shall or Jimmy Wechsler or a dozen others complain about McCarthy’s broad axe methods, for a more 


rigorous attention to their actual blindnesses about history would have left them with reputations shredded 
and shrivelled to a far greater extent than they are now. 


Buckley and Bozell end by saying that “McCarthyism” is a movement behind which men of good 
will can rally just so long as it “fixes its goals with its present precision”. But the point is that McCarthy 
doesn’t invariably fix his goals with precision. He frequently attacks the right people for the wrong 
reasons. He has been neither devil nor saint, but a man who has performed an extremely useful role 
in a movement that must remain broader than “McCarthyism” if we are to remain free. 

























































































Both Buckley and Bozell have contributed articles to Human Events. 
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THE TEXAS STORY 


By WILLIs BALLINGER 


N 1946, in my book By Vote Of The People I predicted that by 1956 it would be 
I determined irrevocably whether the American tradition would survive or perish. Today 
even cautious observers fear that the Congressional elections this fall may be the prelude 
to total disaster in 56 — that if the radicals (Democrats and Republicans) impressively 
recapture Congress in November they will be provided with economic and _ political 
power for a paralyzing sweep two years later dooming us to some form of collectivism in- 
ternally and internationally. 

Informed patriots who know the seriousness of the situation are valiantly trying to 
hold the line. But the fundamental weakness of pro-Americanism is all too apparent. 
The secret of radicalism’s progress has been its ideological and actional unity. The loom- 
ing failure of pro-Americanism is its ideological and actional disunity — its enormous 
potential strength frittered away among numerous groups who seem to be more inter- 
ested in their favorite schisms or personal ambitions than in uniting against the enemy. 

Three groups threaten traditional America — Communists, socialists and interna- 
tionalists. ‘The Communists would like to use violence — but prudently content them- 
selves for the present with supporting “creeping socialism’, fully aware of the fact that 
a socialist state is the vestibule to Communism. The internationalists — the backbone of 
whom are Communists and socialists — push for a world government as a short cut to 
socializing the U. S. and getting control of its vast wealth. Supporting these three 
groups are numerous dupes who suffer from delusions induced by propaganda about “‘eco- 
nomic justice”, ‘abundance for all’’, ‘“‘world peace” or the “brotherhood of man”. Only 
by a concerted effort against all these groups can the American tradition be saved. But 
there’s the rub. 

The Administration in Washington, supposedly in office to curb the New Deal, con- 
serves and extends much of its domestic socialism, works for conversion of the UN into 
a world government, deems socialists all right for government employment, throws away 
its trump political card of Communist infiltration and strives to discredit Senator McCarthy. 

On Capitol Hill pro-American strength is pathetically sundered. Legislators favor- 
ing the exposure of Communists dissipate their efforts squabbling over methods; others 
who profess unyielding opposition to world government either do nothing about curbing 
—or actually support — the UN, which works around the clock to undermine U. S. sov- 
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ereignty and make of itself the first world government; many who despise Communists 
shy away from attacking socialists — or blindly dismiss them as harmless. Then there are 
legislators who are all for free enterprise in business, but tumble for vote-getting New 
Deal measures borrowed from Karl Marx. 






Having watched for some time this melancholy splintering of the spirit of pro patria, 
we had long concluded that what the country needs is the inspiration of even just one 
























candidate for the national legislature standing on a platform sternly rejecting compro- Bs , 
mises with radical pressure groups and prescribing, with the objectivity of a physician, pia 
sound treatment for a U.S.A. seriously diseased by foreign ideologies; a sort of political a 
Moses, relying on principle to point the way out of imminent darkness. It now seems pre 
that in Texas, a State which has given convincing demonstration of the benefits of free thi 
enterprise, and is noted for its virile nationalism, just this kind of candidate has appeared. Ff we 
Dudley T. Dougherty, Texas State Legislator and prosperous independent oil man of az 
Beeville — has had the courage (his enemies call it ‘“‘gall’’) to challenge Senator Lyndon nt 
Johnson, Senate Minority Leader, for his seat. It is a Democratic primary contest which At 
appears to have all the makings of a contemporary version of the Biblical hassle between - 
David and Goliath. And observers say that young Dougherty’s sling shot (if he gets a 
few breaks) shows promise of being fully as deadly as that of the Old Testament hero. of 
It is fashioned out of Johnson’s vulnerable political record and his (Dougherty’s) stirring a 
platform which reflects the nation-wide popular resentment. D 
T HE TALL, DARK, HANDSOME Johnson has not been able in six years to allay a moral odor di 
which enveloped his election to the Senate in ’48. Nor has he been able to call off 
the political vendetta sworn against him and his followers by powerful politicians who hi 





charge that the Johnson camp stole the election by a bit of crude politics reminiscent of 
a New York Boss Tweed. Johnson’s opponent was former Governor Coke Stevenson — 
and Johnson won by 87 votes after some strange doings in Jim Wells County. 

Governor Stevenson obtained an injunction from a Federal District Judge barring 
Johnson’s name from the ballot until two Masters in Chancery had looked into the matter. 
Then — say the anti-Johnsonites — things began to happen. President Truman suddenly 
hurried to Texas and went into a huddle with Speaker Sam Rayburn. Johnson’s attor- 
neys appealed to U.S. Supreme Court Justice Hugo Black who issued an order staying 
the injunction. Later on, when Senate investigators headed toward Texas the ballot 
boxes were insolently burned. 












Whatever the truth about these “strange doings” those after Johnson’s political scalp 
have counts against him which are of more importance to the national scene. The record 
shows he was a slavish partisan of Franklin Roosevelt — and still is a worshiper of his 
memory. Elected to the House in ’37, Johnson ran on a 100% Roosevelt platform. Dur- 
ing the election they say he boasted that, while some people accused him of being a ‘“‘rubber 
stamp” for Roosevelt, he considered the designation an honor — and thereafter responded 














joyfully to every whistle from the White House. 


Nationalist-minded Texans also are down on Johnson for being too friendly to the 
internationalists; for being uncritical of foreign spending programs now bleeding our 
taxpayers white; for solidly supporting NATO, the military phantom which, under the 
pretense that it protects us and our allies against the Kremlin, has cost us untold millions; 
for supporting the UN in spite of its faithless record in the Korean war, and even though 
its persistent plots against the Constitution have been exposed by the American Bar Asso- 
ciation; for voting for the Status of Forces Treaty which turned American soldiers over to 
foreign courts; and for voting against the Bricker Amendment, which would for a certainty 
prevent treaties and executive agreements from destroying the Constitution. Texans also 

think Johnson has been too soft on Communists and socialists. He never lifted a finger 
| to help in the exposure of the Acheson State Department; while he declares himself to be 
against Communism he has never given the slightest encouragement to the courageous 
congressional committees which have turned up so many Communists of the Fifth 
Amendment variety. As a public power advocate Johnson upholds the socialism of TVA 
(and its phony cheap rates). 

A vote for Johnson — many Texans feel — will be a vote for more centralization 
of power and socialism in Washington; for more of the internationalism which is designed 
to abolish the U.S.A.; and for more covering up of Communist infiltrators. By contrast, 


Dougherty’s program is hailed as collecting under one banner the aspirations of countless 
disillusioned Americans. 


Here is the rather remarkable program for which young Dougherty solemnly pledges 
himself to work — if elected: 


(1) Get the UN out of the U.S. as quickly as possible thus terminating its vital use- 
fulness to the Russians as a spy base in the Western Hemisphere; demand of the UN that 
it either expel Russia and all Communist nations or we will withdraw; cut off all financial 
support of UN agencies like UNESCO; revise UN dues so that the U.S. will cease to be 
a “sucker” for the greater part of its costs — costs that benefit only Europe and Asia. 

(2) Promptly wind up all government aid programs to Europe and Asia. The 
only real defense for America is American air power. Our alleged Allies have no inten- 
tion of building up real military resistance to the Kremlin. Last year England was 
spending more than twice as much on socialized medicine and pensions than on armament; 
and the obvious power of Communists and Socialists in England, France and Italy makes 
them poor risks as Allies. Spend what money we have on American military power. 

(3) End diplomatic relations with Russia and all Communist nations. When we 
recognized Russia, the Reds solemnly promised to cease their revolutionary activities in 
the U.S. — a pledge immediately broken. For twenty years Russia has steadily expanded 
its revolutionary activities in America while we foolishly continued recognition. Our 
embassies in Communist countries are worthless to us — but Communist embassies here 





are worth their weight in gold to the Hammer and Sickle. All are bases for espionage 
and the distribution of Communist propaganda in the Western Hemisphere. Ending 


diplomatic relations with Communist countries would deal world Communism a strong 
blow. 


(4) Outlaw the Communist Party in the U.S. and jail every known Communist; re. 
pudiate Yalta and Potsdam agreements as soiling our national honor; repeal the Status 
of Forces Treaty turning American soldiers over to the prejudiced juries and judges and 
the often unfair procedures of foreign courts; pass the Bricker Amendment to the Consti- 
tution — the Amendment drafted by the ablest lawyers of the American Bar Association 
and overwhelmingly ratified three times by the Association’s House of Delegates. 


(5)..Enthusiastic support for congressional committees investigating Communist 


infiltratiOn of the nation. Dougherty, however, would demand that these committees also 
expose socialist infiltration. 


(6) Vigorously uphold the McCarran-Walter immigration law; adhere to limited 
immigration; report illegal entrants; maintain adequate border patrols. Experts estimate 
that hundreds of thousands of illegal, permanent immigrants pour into the U.S. each year 
across the Mexican border, that tens of thousands walk across the Canadian border, and 
Canada has practically no security checks on European immigration. It is estimated that 
there are now from three to five million illegal entrants in the U.S. Dougherty would force 
them out partly because many are dangerous radicals, also in order to preserve economic 
opportunity for legitimate Americans. 

(7) On domestic issues Dougherty is for real tax cuts achieved by business economies 
in the military and the cutting off of foreign aid; getting the Federal Government out of 
private business; tax ceilings on Federal spending; thorough revision of social security 
on a pay-as-you-go basis, confining its benefits to the lowest income classes, pruning away 
absurd handouts for misfortunes which self-respecting people should bear themselves; fair 
play for small business men by enforcing the anti-trust laws against unfair trade prac- 
tices; tariff relief for American industries suffering from unfair foreign competition. 


No one knows whether Dougherty can beat Johnson. The present Senator is 4 
shrewd politician, of great personal charm, with a powerful organization built with Fed- 
eral patronage. But Texas observers say that if former Governor Coke Stevenson really 
gets into the battle and if Governor Shivers gives a helping hand to young Dougherty, 
anything is possible. 

But whatever happens — it is exciting and heartening in these critical times to see a 
young man stand up for election on a platform of basic American principles, appealing 
for pro-American unity to the end that the underminers of our great heritage “‘shall not 
pass”. Anyway, win or lose, the Dougherty program is likely to make history by the 
example which he sets for candidates in the rest of the country. 





Willis Ballinger, noted economist and writer, contributes frequently to Human Events. 
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